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Of THE SECRETARY
Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is coneidering an action that will severely

limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mi

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docke
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 9¢

spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile wusers on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to "us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user I’d4
have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hasard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of

thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. 8. just like me, these"

proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Xeep 10 Khx spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.
S : » ;
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Dear Sirs: FEDERAL GOMMUNCAT ks —

rie 4
It has recently come to my at ek OTEF R Wiat  the Federal

Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will severe@i
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine~

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docke
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping 40 Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by-F
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user 1’4
have no way of knowing about, This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khs spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHZ bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, '
i G Boning rec'd
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Dear Sirs: OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will severs
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mifie

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/c
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 fregquencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user I’d
have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hasard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 KXhx spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 NHs bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, b, i Coning d(:?
veld by LONIES reg”
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Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW FEDERAL COMMUNIATIONS ¢
Washington, DC 20554 OFFICE OF THE Sfﬁmwssm
Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will severg
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mjrme.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Doeck
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 99
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/c
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user 1’4
have no wvay of knowing about. This creates a severe health haszard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,

motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to

support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of

thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. 8. just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and

in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Xeep 10 Xhs spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHs bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration. (:7
Sineerely, . G Coios recd
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FEDERAL Guatiauiica (S Clanrw 510N
OFFICE OF THE StCi TARY

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal

Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will severel

limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of m

Dear Sirs:

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Dockef 92-23
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allo
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keepi
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user I’4
have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health haszard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHs bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration. |
i< G Cepizs recd @
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Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW FJAN 2 9 1993
Washington, DC 20554

FEDERAL GOMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Dear Sirs: ; OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will severely
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allgws
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user 1’4
have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hasard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of

thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these

proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Xeep 10 Khx spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHs bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

i‘».fa. Gi Conias rec'd @
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January 25, 1993 RECE'VED

Federal Communications Commission r : 99}
1919 M Street, NW JAN 29 1963
Washington, DC 20554 FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

; ARY
Dear Sirs: OFFICE OF THE SECRET.

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will severely
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mjme

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping '
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. 1If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user I’4
have no wvay of knowing about. This creates a severe health hasard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. §. just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Xeep 10 Xhx spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHs bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has growm
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, M é
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January 25, 1993

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will seve .
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mir

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docke
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part §
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies avajilable to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user 1’4
have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hasard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of

thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these’

proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khx spacing between all
frequencies on 75 NHz and 72 MHZ bands available for safe use by

R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t sliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of

money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
e R W1 =~
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I don’t think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-
control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in
our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry
that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MHs band. We will need your help urgently because the FCC
has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Thank you for your help in this important matter.

Sincerely,



RECEIVED

JAN 2.9 1993
REGEIMED 0om

oy

0. 6 Cuplas rec’d
LstASCDE




RECEIVED
RECEIVED JAN 29 1993

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Wit B 20554 FJAN 2 9 1993 FCC MAIL ROOM
o FECERAL CURKNCATIONS COMMISSION
Dear Sirs: CFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (R/C) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Dockegt 92-235 rgplaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft 4nd surfage models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least'31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for 2 5 years. I own 5" radios and __7_ model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your conslderauon
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Sincerely,
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Dear Sirs: VAN 2 9 19931
“E) —

Please help me! My hobby is the construction anc[fg _""Wlaﬁcm,ig,@ontrolled model

airplanes. | have been in this hobby for many years and d'&Sgangiderable investment

in it. Itis a wonderful hobby for young and old. Also, | have many friends in this hobby.

| am_very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
dderal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-

f adopted, the new rules will lutel radio interference on the majority of

Our RC frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. We share this band with the private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, now the FCC wants to create more land mobile
frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging this band. The
mobile frequencies will be separated by 5 KHz but they will bracket the RC frequencies by
only 2.5 KHz. This will cause interference on the RC channels. In addition the technical
specifications for the new mobile equipment allows a frequency tolerance
which could place their signal directly on an RC channel.

Can you imagine all the RC airplanes, each costing several hundred dollars or more, that
will be crashing to the ground because someone uses a “mobile” telephone in the vicinity.
We modelers have controls and rules in place to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and also the protection of surrounding property. But there will be no protection
against these new frequencies because they are “mobile” and we would never know
where they are.

The frequency changes are proposed by the FCC Land Mobile Service. The FCC has
issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

All over the country there are organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. Spectators often number in the thousands at these events. This hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and my
family. Please help keep model aviation safe. '

Sincerel
Y 9. i Cepias recd 0
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Federal Communications Commission ' D
1919 M Street NW RECENE
Washington, DC 20554 | 1993
rgent: r r m wit -
CC MAIL ROOM
| UAN 29 1903 T
Dear Sirs:
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COuMSSio

Please help mel My hobby is the construction #ﬁi&ﬁmf radio controlled model
airplanes. | have been in this hobby for many years and have a considerable investment
init. Itis a wonderful hobby for young and old. Also, | have many friends in this hobby.

m very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
ederal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-
If adopted, the new rules will absolutely cause radio interference on the majority of

egdencies currently assigned for RC model aircraft use. Safety is very important in this
DD by

Our RC frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. We share this band with the private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, now the FCC wants to create more land mobile
frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging this band. The
mobile frequencies will be separated by 5 KHz but they will bracket the RC frequencies by
only 2.5 KHz. This will cause interference on the RC channels. In addition the technical
specifications for the new mobiie equipment allows a frequency tolerance
which could place their signal directly on an RC channel.

Can you imagine all the RC airplanes, each costing several hundred dollars or more, that
will be crashing to the ground because someone uses a “mobile” telephone in the vicinity.
We modelers have controls and rules in place to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and also the protection of surrounding property. But there will be no protection
against these new frequencies because they are “mobile” and we would never know
where they are.

The frequency changes are proposed by the FCC Land Mobile Service. The FCC has
issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

All over the country there are organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. Spectators often number in the thousands at these events. This hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and my
family. Please help keep model aviation safe. '

0. Gi CC‘;}.’@S rec'd 0
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Federal Communications Commission o \ '
1919 M Street NW RLCEi VED

Washington, DC 20554 UAN 29 1993 RECE'VED
- QCF!CE Egg,E?WMISS, O.JAN 2 9 1995
Dear Sirs: FCC MAIL ROOM

Please help me! My hobby is the construction and operation of radio controlied model
airplanes. | have been in this hobby for many years and have a considerable investment
init. Itis a wonderful hobby for young and old. Also, | have many friends in this hobby.

very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-
235.] If adopted, the new rules will absolutely cause radio interference on the majority of
frequencies currently assigned for RC model aircraft use. Safety is very important in this
hobby.

Our RC frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. We share this band with the private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, now the FCC wants to create more land mobile
frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging this band. The
mobile frequencies will be separated by 5 KHz but they will bracket the RC frequencies by
only 2.5 KHz. This will cause interference on the RC channels. In addition the technical
specifications for the new mobile equipment allows a frequency tolerance
which could place their signal directly on an RC channel.

Can you imagine all the RC airplanes, each costing several hundred dollars or more, that
will be crashing to the ground because someone uses a “mobile” telephone in the vicinity.
We modelers have controls and rules in place to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and also the protection of surrounding property. But there will be no protection
against these new frequencies because they are “mobile” and we would never know

where they are.

The frequency changes are proposed by the FCC Land Mobile Service. The FCC has
issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

All over the country there are organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. Spectators often number in the thousands at these events. This hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and my
family. Please help keep model aviation safe.

Sincerely

Y = Sl
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January 21, 993

Federal Communications Commission F‘EE(:EEI\/EE[)
1919 Main Street, NW JAN 29,’[993]

Washington, DC 20554 JAN 29 1993

Dear Sirs: OFHCEOFTHE MISSion
FCC MAIL ROOM SCReTipy

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications
Commission is considering an action that will severely limit and tially
eliminate a very important hobby of mine, radio controlled (R airplanes.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Dodket 92>235/replaces
Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows or safp~use of R/C
aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 KHz spacing betweemfixed commercial
users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow
mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 KHz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and
10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire
R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane could easily be shot out of
the sky by a mobile user. This creates a severe health and property hazard.

I have been involved in the hobby for many years and I own eight radio-
controlled airplanes. In addition, I have several engines, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you
consider there are hundreds of thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S.
just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economic-
ally and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 KHz spacing between all frequencies
on the 75 and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please
do not eliminate this hobby that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years
and has so much investment of money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,

Logatt I P g

Gerald R. Fuqua
215 Evergreen Circle
Hendersonville, TN 37075
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (PCC) is considering an action that will severely
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of min
Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket $2-235
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90

for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 KXhz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or
helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user I’4
have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hasard.

I have been involved in this hobby for several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,

motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to

support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of

thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to recomnsider this. XKeep 10 Xhs spacing between all
frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHs bands available for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, .
Y ﬂ, , . of Ctpiag rec'd 0}
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Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW ;
Washington, D.C. 20554 RECElVED RECE“/ED
JAN 29 1995 UAN 29 1993
. _ 20OM EDERAL Comitncar e
Dear Sirs: MAIL ROO “ :é?og%?%%y'm”

As it now stands Part 90 of PR Docket 92-235 allows for a safe 10 KHZ spacing
ies used by R/C enthusiasts.

between fixed commercial users and fr
The proposed replacement of Part 90 with a new Part 88, will reduce this
spacing to 2.5 KHZ. We hobbyist stand to loose half of our usable channels
on the 72 MHZ band, and one third of those on 75 MHZ band.

If this rule change is put into effect, it will have a detrimental effect
on me and my fellow R/C hobbyist. I now own 4 radios and 5 R/C aircraft,
along with numerous pieces of support equipment. When you consider there
are hundreds of thousands of other R/C hobbyist in the U.S. just like me,
these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people econamically and
in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to consider this. Keep 10 KHZ spacing between all frequencies
on 72 MHZ and 75 MHZ bands for safe use by R/C enthusiasts.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

James A, Monroe

520 Mustang Ct. P.O.Box 336
Lavon, TX. 75166
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JAN 29 1993
15711 Country Lake Dr.
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

AL
1&3 HF

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Commu-
nications Commission (FCC) is considering an action that will
severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby
of mine.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-
235 replaces part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90
allows for safe use of R/C Aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used
by R/C enthusiasts. The new part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5Khz of frequencies available to us, elimi-
nating the safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the
72Mhz band and 10 of the 30 Frequencies on the 75Mhz band now
used by hobbyists. In fact more channels will likely be affected.

If adopted the new rule will have a severe, detrimental
impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby industry. It will create
a significant safety risk and severely damage a truly rewarding
hobby for hundreds of thousands of modelers. OQur flying models
represent a labor of love even more than the money we invest in
them. This new rule will literally shoot our creations out of the

sky.

I urge you to reconsider this action. Keep 10 Khz spacing between
all frequencies on 75 Mhz and 72 Mhz frequencies available for
safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please don't sour this wonderful
hobby that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has
so much investment of money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

ooy K P

Patsy’R. Tejera

0. 61 Copios rec'd—-L
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F.C.C
1919 M St. N.W. '
Washington ,D.C. 20554

Subject NPRM PR Docket 92-235
Dear Sirs:

I am concerned about the impact of the frequency restructuring
proposed by NPRM PR Docket 92-235, and the insertion of additional
frequencies between those currently assigned for modeling and
commercial users.

I am very oppds'ed to this proposal.

The proposal to allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminates safe use of at least 31 of the
50 channels on the 72 Mhz band and ten of the 30 frequencies an the 75
Mhz band now used by hobbyists. This action will have a severe,
detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby industry.

Only a few years ago at great expense to myself I was required to
replace all of my radio equipment because of the reduction of the
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. This action was necessary in
order to continue my model flying without concern that my equipment
would endanger others. Because of the present economic situation I no
longer can afford the replacement cost of the radio equipment I
presently own. For me this proposal would bring to an end the hobby I
have enjoyed for many years, and render useless thousands of dollars
worth of model aircraft.

Adoption of this proposal would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft without endangering the lives and property of others, both
nearby and far away.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10Khz spacing between all
frequencies on 72 Mhz and 75 Mhz bands available for safe use by R/C
enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past thirty years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration. .
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Sincerely,
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DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
C-Comm of Kalamazoo, Inc. FIAN 2 9 1993
5651 N. 8th St
Kalamazoo, MI 49009 i Copcialiietcmanet

Radio Communications Equipment Sales and Service

To: Managing Director
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554
Comments on NPRM PR Docket 92-235

NPRM 92-235 cannot be implimented for the following reasoh:

Under Radio Services, page 3, part 18. Frequency coordination: "We propose that frequency
coordinators continue to play a major role in managing the PLMR spectrum... ...APCO,
NABER and SIRSA....."

The Federal Communications Commission and their General Council and Robert L. Pettit have
repeatedly refused to deny they are in violation of Federal Civil Rights Laws* by forcing.
citizens to pay private sector entities for the right to participate in a Federally protected
acitivity. (See pages 1-5 appendix)

This Commission proposal (edict) proves their continued allegiance with monopoly
coordinators despite the outrage of thousands of citizens. This totally contradicts their
NPRM 88-548 which would have reinstituted field survey coordinating as "Direct Access"
coordinations in addition to existing coordianators thus ending an unlawful monopoly.

I am convinced by FCC actions and inactions that forces within the Federal Communications
Commission introduced NPRM 88-548 in a deceitful sham to quiet the public and had no
intention to ever implement it to undo the harm done with NPRM 83-737.1 feel there is
adequate proof to bring the participants within and outside the FCC before the public to
account for such waste of taxpayers moneys spent by the FCC creating and nursing this fraud
and continuation of a criminal activity. This does not include the waste of time and thus
money by citizens who foolishly attempted to participate or who would participate in this on-
going sham.

It is my opinion NPRM-92-234 is a blatant attempt at continuation of this this injustice and
defiance of Congressional written law and intention*. It must be proven that the Federal
Communications Commission and perhaps unidentified co-conspirators are not in violation of
Federal Civil Rights Laws* before this NPRM 92-235 can be considered.

* see appendix -7 pages
Merrill T. See

1/26/93 bm M No. of Coples recd__ 'Y
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Am Jur:
4 Am Jur 2d, Amusements and Exhibitions § 6.

INTERPRETIVE NOTES AND DECISIONS

jurisdiction. Quarles v Texas (1970, DC Tex) 312
F Supp 835.

Injunctive relief may not be sought under 18
USCS § 244, as § 244 provides no basis for civil

§ 245, Federally protected activities

(a)(1) Nothing in this section shall be construed as indicating an intent on
the part of Congress to prevent any State, any possession or Common-
wealth of the United States, or the District of Columbia, from exercising
jurisdiction over any offense over which it would have jurisdiction in the
absence of this section, nor shall anything in this section be construed as
depriving State and local law enforcement authorities of responsibility
for prosecuting acts that may be violations of this section and that are
violations of State and local law. No prosecution of any offense de-
scribed in this section shall be undertaken by the United States except
upon the certification in writing of the Attorney General or the Deputy
Attorney General that in his judgment a prosecution by the United
States is in the public interest and necessary to secure substantial justice,
which function of certification may not be delegated.

(2) Nothing in this subsection shall be construed to limit the authority
of Federal officers, or a Federal grand jury, to investigate possible
violations of this section.

é(b) Whoever, whether or not acting under color of law, by force or threat
of force willfully injures, intimidates or interferes with, or attempts to
injure, intimidate or interfere with—
(1) any person because he is or has been, or in order to intimidate such
person or any other person or any class of persons from—
(A) voting or qualifying to vote, qualifying or campaigning as a
candidate for elective office, or qualifying or acting as a poll watcher,
or any legally authorized election official, in any primary, special, or
general election; .
—— (B) participating in or enjoying any benefit, service, privilege, pro-
gram, facility, or activity provided or administered by the United
States;
(C) applying for or enjoying employment, or any perquisite thereof,
by any agency of the United States;
(D) serving, or attending upon any court in connection with possible
service, as a grand or petit juror in any court of the United States;
(E) participating in or enjoying the benefits of any program or activity
receiving Federal financial assistance; or

345

18 USCS § 245 CRIMES

(2) any person because of his race, color, religion or national origin and
because he is or has been—
(A) enrolling in or attending any public school or public college;
(B) participating in or enjoying any benefit, service, privilege, pro-
gram, facility or activity provided or administered by any State or
subdivision thereof:
(C) applying for or enjoying employment, or any perquisite thereof,
by any private employer or any agency of any State or subdivision
thereof, or joining or using the services or advantages of any labor
organization, hiring hall, or employment agency;
(D) serving, or attending upon any court of any State in connection
with possible service, as a grand or petit juror;
(E) traveling in or using any facility of interstate commerce, or using
any vehicle, terminal, or facility of any common carrier by motor,
rail, water, or air;
(F) enjoying the goods, services, facilities, privileges, advantages, or
accommodations of any inn, hotel, motel, or other establishment
which provides lodging to transient guests, or of any restaurant,
cafeteria, lunchroom, lunch counter, soda fountain, or other facility
which serves the public and which is principally engaged in selling
food or beverages for consumption on the premises, or of any gasoline
station, or of any motion picture house, theater, concert hall, sports
arena, stadium, or any other place of exhibition or entertainment
which serves the public, or of any other establishment which serves
the public and (i) which is located within the premises of any of the
aforesaid establishments or within the premises of which is physically
located any of the aforesaid establishments, and (ii) which holds itself
out as serving patrons of such establishments; or
(3) during or incident to a riot or civil disorder, any person engaged in a
business in commerce or affecting commerce, including, but not limited
to, any person engaged in a business which sells or offers for sale to
interstate travelers a substantial portion of the articles, commodities, or
services which it sells or where a substantial portion of the articles or
commodities which it sells or offers for sale have moved in commerce;
or
» (4) any person because he is or has been, or in order to intimidate such
person or any other person or any class of persons from—
(A) participating, without discrimination on account of race, color,
religion or national origin, in any of the benefits or activities described
in subparagraphs (1)(A) through (1)E) or subparagraphs (2)(A)
through (2)(F); or N
e ) aﬂ:ording another person -or class of persons opportunity or
protection to so participate; or .
(5) any citizen because he is or has been, or in order to intimidate such
citizen or any other citizen from lawfully aiding or encouraging other



CiviL RIGHTS (2) 18 USCS § 245
persons to participate, without discrimination on account of race, color,
religion or national origin, in any of the benefits or activities described in
subparagraphs (1)(A) through (1)(E) or subparagraphs (2)(A) through
(2XF), or participating lawfully in speech or peaceful assembly opposing
any denial of the opportunity to so participate—

————9 shall be fined not more than $1,000, or imprisoned not more than one

year, or both; and if bodily injury results shall be fined not more than
$10,000, or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; and if death
results shall be subject to imprisonment for any term of years or for
life. As used in this section, the term “participating lawfully in speech
or peaceful assembly” shall not mean the aiding, abetting, or inciting
of other persons to riot or to commit any act of physical violence
upon any individual or against any real or personal property in
furtherance of a riot. Nothing in subparagraph (2)(F) or (4)(A) of this
subsection shall apply to the proprietor of any establishment which
provides lodging to transient guests, or to any employee acting on
behalf of such proprietor, with respect to the enjoyment of the goods,
services, facilities, privileges, advantages, or accommodations of such
establishment if such establishment is located within a building which
contains not more than five rooms for rent or hire and which is
actually occupied by the proprietor as his residence. ’

(c) Nothing in this section shall be construed so as to deter any law
enforcement officer from lawfully carrying out the duties of his office; and
no law enforcement officer shall be considered to be in violation of this
section for lawfully carrying out the duties of his office or lawfully
enforcing ordinances and laws of the United States, the District of
Columbia, any of the several States, or any political subdivision of a State.
For purposes of the preceding sentence, the term ‘““law enforcement officer”
means any officer of the United States, the District of Columbia, a State, or
political subdivision of a State, who is empowered by law to conduct
investigations of, or make arrests because of, offenses against the United
States, the District of Columbia, a State, or a political subdivision of a
State.

(Added Apr. 11, 1968, P. L. 90-284, Title I, § 101(a), 82 Stat. 73.)

HISTORY; ANCILLARY LAWS AND DIRECTIVES

Other provisions:

Fair housing. Section 101(b) of Act Apr. 11, 1968, P.L. 90-284,
provided: *“Nothing contained in this section shall apply to or affect
activities under title VIII of this Act [42 USCS §§ 3533, 3535, 3601 et
seq.].”

Riots or civil disturbances, suppression and restoration of law and

- order; Acts or omissions of enforcement officers and members of
military service not subject to this section. Section 101(c) of Act Apr.
11, 1968, P.L. 90-284, provided:

CHAPTER 13. CIVIL RIGHTS

Section

241. Conspiracy against rights of citizens

242. Deprivation of rights under color of law

243. Exclusion of jurors on account of race or color

244. Discrimination against person wearing uniform of armed forces
245. Federally protected activities

246. Deprivation of relief benefits

HISTORY; ANCILLARY LAWS AND DIRECTIVES

Amendments:
1968. Act Apr. 11, 1968, P. L. 90-284, Title I, § 102, 82 Stat. 75,
amended the analysis of this chapter by adding item 245.

1976, Act Oct. 2, 1976, P. L. 94-453, § 4(b), 90 Stat. 1517, amended
the analysis of this chapter by adding item 246.

§ 241. Conspiracy against rights of citizens

If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate
any citizen in the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or_privilege
secured to him by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or because
of his having so exercised the same; or

If two or more persons go in disguise on the highway, or on the premises
of another, with intent to prevent or hinder his free exercise or enjoyment
of any right or privilege so secured—
They shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than
ten years, or both; and if death results, they shall be subject to
imprisonment for any term of years or for life.

(June 25, 1948, ch 645, § 1, 62 Stat. 696; Apr. 11, 1968, P.L. 90-284, Title
I, § 103(a), 82 Stat. 75.)

HISTORY; ANCILLARY LAWS AND DIRECTIVES

Prior law and revision:

This section is based on Act Mar. 4, 1909, ch 321, § 19, 35 Stat. 1092
(former 18 U.S.C. § 51).

Clause making conspirator ineligible to hold office was omitted as
incongruous because it attaches ineligibility to hold office to a person
who may be a private citizen and who was convicted of conspiracy to
violate a specific statute. There seems to be no reason for imposing
such a penalty in the case of one individual crime, in view of the fact
that other crimes do not carry such a severe consequence. The
experience of the Department of Justice is that this unusual penalty has
been an obstacle to successful prosecutions for violations of the act.

313



18 USCS § 241, n 20

else connected with powers or duties of National
Government is attribute of national citizenship
and, as such, under protection of and guaranteed
by United States. United States v Cruikshank
(1876) 92 US 542, 23 L Ed 588.

21. Bear arms

Right to bear arms for lawful purpose was not
granted by Constitution and Second Amend-
ment, which declares that this right shall not be
infringed, and means no more than that it shall
not be infringed by Congress, leaving people to
look to police powers of state for their protection
against any violation of such right by their
fellow citizens, predecessor of 18 USCS §241.
United States v Cruikshank (1876) 92 US 542,
23 L Ed 588.

22. Due process of law and equal protection of
the laws

Conspiracy provision of civil rights statutes
did not afford protection against violation of
equal protection clause of Fourteenth Amend-
ment unless violation took place on account of
race, color, or previous condition of servitude.
United States v Cruikshank (1876) 92 US 542,
23 L Ed 588.

Violation of Fourteenth Amendment due proc-
ess rights required actual denial by state or its
officers in order to constitute violation of con-
spiracy provision of civil rights statutes. United
States v Powell (1909) 212 US 564, 53 L Ed 653,
29 S Ct 690.

Although state’s action need be neither exclu-
sive nor direct, 18 USCS §241 was applicable
only to extent that Fourteenth Amendment
rights were violated or planned to be violated by
wrongs done partly as result of state action
coming into play. United States v Guest (1966)

383 US 745, 16 L Ed 2d 239, 86 S Ct 1170,
" Federal civil rights statute (18 USCS § 241),
which makes conspiracy to interfere with citi-

zen's right or enjoyment of any right or privilege |-

secured to him by Constitution or laws of United
States criminal offense, must be accorded sweep
as broad as its language; this language includes
rights under due process clause of Fourteenth
Amendment. United States v Price (1966) 383
US 787, 16 L Ed 2d 267, 86 S Ct 1152,

Trial court committed plain errof in instruct- ‘

ing jury that defendant law enforcement officers
indicted under 18 USCS §241 in connection
with a scheme by which nonresidents would be
arrested upon leaving local taverns, charged with
drunken driving, put in jail, and told that upon
payment of “bail” they would be relcased with-
out the necessity of trial, could bg convicted on a
finding that state rules of criminal procedure had
not been followed; “due process™ does not refer

2/

to state procedural rules, but rather to those
rights which have been made specific by the
express terms of the Constitution or laws of the
United States or by decisions of the courts
interpreting them. United States v O'Dell (1972,
CAG6 Tenn) 462 F2d 224.

Sweep of 18 USCS §241 is not confined to
rights expressly defined in Constitution, but in-
cludes those rights judicially determined to be
fundamental and embraced by implication within
equal protection clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment. United States v Anderson (1973,
CA4 W Va) 481 F2d 685, affid 417 US 211, 41 L
Ed 2d 20, 94 S Ct 2233.

Opening, reading and copying of plaintiffs’
mail by CIA agents, without warrant having
been obtained, and without evidence submitted
to suggest existence of probable cause for war-
rantless search, was illegal under First and Four-
teenth Amendments of Constitution, and proba-
bly violated 18 USCS §§241, 371, and 1702.
Birnbaum v United States (1977, DC NY) 436 F
Supp 967.

Annotations:

Criminal liability, under 18 USCS §§ 241, 242,
for depriving, or conspiring to deprive, a person
of his civil rights. 20 L Ed 2d 1454 (see, espe-
cially, § 6 as to rights protected against conspir-
acy). .

CRIMES

23. Education

Conspiracy to deprive citizens, by intimidation
of right to public school, was violation of prede-
cessor of 18 USCS § 241. United States v Black-
burn (1874, DC Mo) F Cas No 14603.

24. Enforcement of judgments

Conspiracy to prevent individual from enforc-
ing equitable decree rendered in his favor by
federal court was offense under predecessor of 18
USCS §241. United States v Lancaster (1891,
CC Ga) 44 F 896.

25, Free speech and press

Conspiracy by several to deprive individual of

free speech and free press was not offense. Powe
v United States (1940, CAS Ala) 109 F2d 147,
cert den 309 US 679, 84 L Ed 1023, 60 S Ct
n.

26, Freedom from unlawful arrest

18 USCS § 241 covered conspiracy to deprive
citizens of their rights under the Equal Protec-
tion Clause even though most of conspirators
were private citizens whose activitics could not
be violative of the Fourteenth Amendment, since
indictment alleged, as one of methods used, false
arrest of persons being harassed, in which gov-
ernment officials could have been involved.
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of former presidential assistant who supervised
break-in of psychiatrist’s office, alleged mistaken
belief that break-in was lawful under national
security exception to Fourth Amendment war-
rant requirement did not constitute valid defense
where defendant did not contend that specific
judicial or presidential approval had been ob-
tained for break-in. United States v Ehrlichman
(1976) 178 App DC 144, 546 F2d 910, 39 ALR
Fed 604, cert den 429 US 1120, 51 L Ed 2d 570,
97 S Ct 1155.

V. PERSONS LIABLE

" 47. Conspirators

While clearly two or more persons must con-
spire for violation of 18 USCS § 241, it is not
necessary, in order to convict and punish one
conspirator, that other conspirators also be in-
dicted and punished, despite use of word “they”
in penalty clause. United States v Crum (1975,
DC Pa) 404 F Supp 1161.

48, —Acquittal of some co-conspirators

Where indictment charged two named defend-
ants and other persons unknown with conspiracy
to injure and oppress certain named citizens of
their right to vote by means of forging of 254
ballots, acquittal of one of named defendants
would not prevent conviction of other named
defendant, since crime was such as would re-
quire the acts of several persons. Prichard v
United States (1950, CA6 Ky) 181 F2d 326, affd
339 US 974, 94 L Ed 1380, 70 S Ct 1029,

Conviction under 18 USCS § 241 of some
alleged conspirators does not fall because others
named are acquitted, even though conviction of
the others is logically required for finding of
guilty of those held. United States v Robinson
(1974, CA7 1II) 503 F2d 208, cert den 420 US
949, 43 L Ed 2d 427, 95 S Ct 1333.

Although there was finding that defendant had
no culpable participation in actual bombing, and
he was acquitted on substantive charges of intim-
idating witness by force and violence and using
dynamite bomb to commit felony, jury could still
find defendant was active participant in conspir-
acy resulting in death of federal witness. United
States v Guillette (1976, CA2 Conn) 547 F2d
764(3, cert den 434 US 839, 54 L EQ 2d 102, 98 S

132,

49, Private individual or government official
Federal civil rights statute (18 USCS § 241)
which makes conspiracy to interfere with citi-
zen’s free exercise or enjoyment of any right or
privilege secured to him by Federal Constitution
criminal offense is violated by conspiracy to
interfere with citizen's right to travel freely from
one state to another, irrespective of whether
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interference is by governmental or private action.
United States v Guest (1966) 383 US 745, 16 L
Ed 2d 239, 86 S Ct 1170.

Federal civil rights statute (18 USCS § 241),
which makes conspiracy to interfere with citi-
zep‘s free excercise or enjoyment of any right or
privilege secured to him by Constitution or laws
of United States criminal offense, includes rights
or privileges protected by Fourteenth Amend-
ment, and extends to conspiracies otherwise
within scope of statute, participated in by offi-
cials alone or in collaboration with private per-
sons. United States v Price (1966) 383 US 787,
16 L Ed 2d 267, 86 S Ct 1152,

50. Person acquiescing, silent, or failing to act
Mere acquiescence or silence or failure of
officer to perform duty did not make one partici-
pant in conspiracy unless he acted or failed to
act with knowledge of purpose of conspiracy and
with view of protecting and aiding it. Luteran v
United States (1937, CA8 Mo) 93 F2d 395, cert
den 303 US 644, 82 L Ed 1104, 58 S Ct 643, reh
den 303 US 668, 82 L Ed 1124, 58 § Ct 756 and
cert den 303 US 644, 82 L Ed 1103, 58 S Ct

642, reh den 303 US 668, 82 L Ed 1124, 58 S Ct
756. -

VI. PROSECUTION AND PUNISHMENT

51, Search and seizure

Persons indicted for violation of 18 USCS
§ 241 by oppressing citizens of state in their
right of suffrage were not aggrieved and had no
standing to assert alleged improper procedure
followed in impounding election records under
order of district court from state election officials
not named in indictment, in alleged violation of
constitutional rights of such officials. United
States v Ponder (1956, CA4 NC) 238 F2d 825.

52. Indictment or information, generally

Practice of preferring indictments for conspir-
acy in cases of completed offenses, where there
are two or more participants, has become very
extended; but care should be taken that practice
should not be unduly extended, nor federal con-
§piracy statutes be stretched to enlarge federal
jurisdiction so that it will cover individual acts
of interference with state elections; for this is
contrary to policy of federal non-interference in
state elections, which is so fully recognized by
Supreme Court. United States v Gradwell (1917)
243 US 476, 61 L Ed 857, 37 S Ct 407.

53. —Allegations as to particular rights affected

Indictment charging defendants with conspir-
acy to deprive citizens. of their lives and liberty
without due process of law did not charge of-
fense within predecessor to 18 USCS § 241, since
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§ 1983. Civil action for deprivation of rights

Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regula-
tion, custom, or usage, of any State or Territory or the District of
Columbia, subjects, or causes to be subjected, any citizen of the
United States or other person within the jurisdiction thereof to the
deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the
Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured in an ac-
tion at law, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for redress.
For the purposes of this section, any Act of Congress applicable ex-
clusively to the District of Columbia shall be considered to be a
statute of the District of Columbia.

R.S. § 1979; Pub.L. 96-170, § 1, Dec. 29, 1979, 93 Stat. 1284.

Historical Note

Codification. R.S. § 1879 ie from Act with respect to any deprivation of pights,
Apr. 20, 1871, ¢. 22, § 1, 17 Stat. 13. privileges, or immunities secured by the

Section was formerly classified to sec- Consﬂtutim_! and ]'“.m occurring _after

tion 43 of Title 8, Aliens and Natiopality, Lo 2% 1078, see section 3 of Pub.L. 96

170, set out as an Effective Date of 1979

1979 Amendment. Pub.L. 98-170 added Amendment note under section 1343 of

‘“or the District of Columbia” following Title 28 Judiciary and Judicial Proce-
“Territory,” ang¢ provisions relating to dure.

gﬁ:ﬂ"c’; $°g::::m':p““b'e volely to the 4 ogisiative History. For leglslative

history and purpose of Pub.L. 9$6-170, see

Effective Date of 1879 Amendment. 1879 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News, p.
Amendment by Pub.L. 96-170 applicable 2600.

Cross References

Citizenship clause, see U.B.C.A.Const. Amend. 14, § 1.

Conspiracy to interfere with civil rights, damages for, see section 1885 of this title.

Jurisdiction of district courts of civil rights actions, see section 1343 of Title 28,
Judiciary and Judicial Procedure.

Privileges and immunities clauses, see U.8.C.A.Const. Art. 4, § 2, ¢I. 1 and Amend. 14,
§1

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure

One form of action. see rule 2, Title 28 Judiciary and Judiciai Procedure.
Rules as governing procedure in all suits of civil nature whether cognizable as
cases at law or in equity or admiralty, see rule 1.

Library References

Civii Rights ¢=13.5(1). C.J.& Civil Rights §§ 114, 115, 119, 124.

West’'s Federal Forms

Allegations of jurisdiction, see §§ 1057, 1060.

Complaint, see §§ 1840, 1850, 1850.10, 1851, 1R51.5, 1R52.5 to 1K82.15.

Declaratory judgments, see § 4781 et seq.

Premnilury injunctions and temporary restraining orders, matters perteining to, see
§ 5271 et seq.

Three-jndze courte, matters periailning to, see § 6051 et seq.

15

42 § 1985

§ 1985. Conspiracy to interfere with civil rights

Preventing officer from performing duties

(1) If two or more persons in any State or Territory conspire to
prevent, by force, intimidation, or threat, any person from accepting
or holding any office, trust, or place of confidence under the United
States, or from discharging any duties thereof; or to induce by like
means any officer of the United States to leave any State, district,
or place, where his duties as an officer are required to be performed,
or to injure him in his person or property on account of his lawful
discharge of the duties of his office, or while engaged in the lawful
discharge thereof, or to injure his property so as to molest, interrupt,
hinder, or impede him in the discharge of his official duties;

Ch. 21 CIVIL RIGHTS

Obstructing justice; Intimidating party, witness, or juror

(2) If two or more persons in any State or Territory conspire to
deter, by force, intimidation, or threat, any party or witness in any
court of the United States from attending such court, or from testi-
fying to any matter pending therein, freely, fully, and truthfully, or
to injure such party or witness in his person or property on account
of his having so attended or testified, or to influence the verdict, pre-
sentment, or indictment of any grand or petit juror in any such court,
or to injure such juror in his person or property on account of any ver-
dict, presentment, or indictment lawfully assented to by him, or of his
being or having been such juror; or if two or more persons conspire
for the purpose of impeding, hindering, obstructing, or defeating, in
any manner, the due course of justice in any State or Territory, with
intent to deny to any citizen the equal protection of the laws, or to in-
jure him or his property for lawfully enforcing, or attempting to en-
force, the right of any person, or class of persons, to the equal protec-
tion of the laws;

Depriving persona of rights or privileges
(3) If two or more persons in any State or Territory conspire or
go in disguise on the highway or on the premises of another, for the
purpose of depriving, either directly or indirectly, any person or
class of persons of the equal protection of the laws, or of equal privi-

Teges and immunities under the Jaws; or for the purpose of prevent-

ing or hindering the constitufed authorities of any State or Territory

from giving or securing to all persons within such State or Territory
the equal protection of the laws; or if two or more persons conspire

to prevent by force, intimidation, or threat, any citizen who is lawfully
entitled to vote, from giving his support or advocacy in a legal manner,
toward or in favor of the election of any lawfully qualified person as
an elector for President or Vice President, or as a Member of Congress
of the United States; or to injure any citizen in person or property
on account of such support or advocacy; in any case of conspiracy set
forth in this section, if one or more persons engaged therein do, or
cause to be done, any act in furtherance of the object of such conspiracy,

16
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whereby another is injured in his person or property, or deprived of
having and exercising any right or privilege of a citizen of the United
States, the party 3o injured or deprived may have an action for the re-

covery of dgn{qggs occasioned by such injury or deprivatllfgpm,‘gg?,xur_:__sg_ ]

“any one or more of the conspirators.
R.S. § 1980.

Historical Note

Codification. R.8. § 1980 is from Acts
July 31, 1861, c. 33, 12 Stat. 284; Apr. 20,
1871, ¢. 22, § 2, 17 Stat. 13.

Section was formerly classified to sec-
tinn 47 of Title 8, Aliens and Nationality,

Cross References

Conspiracy against rights of citizens, see section 241 of Title 18, Crimes and Criminal
Procedure.

Conspiracy to commit offense or to defraud United States, see section 371 of Title 18.

Conspiracy to impede or injure officer, see section 372 of Title 18.

Deprivation of rights under color of law, see section 242 of Title 18.

Equal protection, see U.8.C.A.Const. Amend. 14, § 1.

Jurisdiction of district courts of civil rights actions, see section 1343 of Title 28, Ju-
diciary and Judicial Procedure.

Obatruction of justice, see section 1301 et seq. of Title 18, Crimes and Criminal Pro-
cedure, .

Privileges and immuanities, see U.8.C.A.Const. Art. 4, § 2, cl. 1, and Amend. 14, § 1.

Universal male suffrage, see U.8.C.A.Const. Amend. 15.

Woman suffrage, see U.8.C.A.Const. Amend. 19,

Library References

Conspiracy &>7.5 to 1.7, 20.5, 29.8. .J.8. Conspiracy §§ 10.2, 37(1, 2).
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Allegations of jurisdiction, zsee §§ 1057, 1060.
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relating to a comspiracy to de-
’::-‘:notheu of their civil rights would
» struck, since even a cursory review of
::, amended complaint showed that the
word weonspiracy” was not even men-
tioned, let alone alleged with the requis-
ste clarity. Schwab v. First Appalachian
1ss. Co., D.C.F1a.1073, 58 F.R.D. €615.

Complaint alleging that defendant had

CIVIL RIGHTS

42 § 1986

ship existing between plaintiffs, that de-
fendant had made very critical comments
about attorney, that he had defamed
plaintiffs’ character and that the plain-
tiffs had been deprived of their eivil
rights by defendant's action in further-
ance of s conspiracy with another person
was properly stricken and the cause dis-
missed on groundr of scurrility. Bkol-
nick v. Nudelman, 1968 237 N.K.2d 80¢, 95

taterfered with attorney-client relation- TIlLApp.2d 208.

§ 1986. Action for neglect to prevent

Every person who, having knowledge that any of the wrongs con-
spired to be done, and mentioned in section 1985 of this title, are about
to be committed, and having power to prevent or aid in preventing the
commission of the same, neglects or refuses so to do, if such wrongful
act be committed, shall be liable to the party injured, or his legal repre-
sentatives, for all damages caused by such wrongful act, which such
person by reasonable diligence could have prevented; and such dam-
ages may be recovered in an action on the case; and any number of
persons guilty of such wrongful neglect or refusal ma'y be joined as
defendants in the action; and if the death of any party be caused by
any such wrongful act and neglect, the legal representatives of the de-
ceased shall have such action therefor, and may recover.not exceeding
$5,000 damages therein, for the benefit of the widow of the deceased,
if there be one, and if there be no widow, then for the benefit of the
next of kin of the deceased. But no action under the provisions of this
section shall be sustained which is not commenced within one year after
the cause of action has accrued.

R.S. § 1981,
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Codification, R.8. § 1881 is from Act
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Apr. 20, 1871, c. 22, § 6, 1T Stat. 15.

tion 48 of Title 8, Aliens and Nationality.
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Rubstitution of parties. see rule 25.
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